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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )Kl Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 August 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-89 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 52-64 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-51 and 65-89 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-89 are pending in the present application. 



2. Claims 1, 11, 12, 13, 15, 20, 27, 34, 35, 42, 43, 45, 65-67 and 77-80 have been 
amended. Claims 52-64 have status withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sarkar US Patent 6,418,448 B1 . 
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Regarding claim 18, Sarkar teaches a computer-readable medium containing a 
data structure for representing results of a query in a canonical format, the format being 
expressed in XML, the data structure including: a table element ...row elements ... data 
elements ... [note: abstract methods and operators on such web objects are defined as 
part of user-defined package; Figures 4-6, 1 1 and 13; column 6 lines 7-50; column 10 
line 10 through column 65; column 16 line 29 through column 17 line 20]. 

Regarding claim 19, wherein the data structure is represented by the following 
XML format ... [note: Figures 18 and 19; user-defined package abstract; column 4 line 
44 through column 12 line 37], 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
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consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 1-17, 20-51 and 65-89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yalcinalp US Patent 6,507,857 B1 in view of Sarkar et al. US Patent 
6,418,448 B1. 

Regarding claim 1, Yalcinalp teaches a computer-readable medium containing a 
data structure defining a query definition [note: abstract], the data structure including: 

a query specification including query text and parameters, the parameters having 
values that may be set when the query definition is executed [note: define external 
component to XSLT processor step 505 and step 525 pass argument defined, Figure 5; 
column 7 lines 34-44 "various parameters may be associated with the component"]; 

a results transform that transforms results of executing the query specification 
into a canonical format [note: element 106 transformation engine Figure 1; column 8 
lines 49-61]; and 

a data source identifier that identifies a data source to be used when the query 
specification is executed [note: Figure 2; column 5 lines 7-60]; 

wherein the data structure encapsulates the query definition [note: Figure 2; 
column 5 lines 7-60]. 

Although Yalcinalp teach the invention substantially as cited above, they do not 
explicitly teach wherein the data structure encapsulates the query definition. Sarkar 
teaches that the JAVA classes encapsulate logic to be applied on relational data or 
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other media data [note: column 6 lines 14-28; Figures 4 and 6]. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to have combined Sarkar with 
Yalcinalp because Sarkar shows how the XML interface is implemented and compatible 
in a multi-tier client server environment. Also is would have been obvious to have 
combined the cited references because encapsulation of data objects is a well known 
technique in the data processing art. 

7. Regarding claims 2-3 and 5-10: "wherein the results transform is an XSL 
transform" ... "wherein the data structure is represented in XML format" ... "wherein the 
data structure includes a name ... a description ... an author ... date last modified ... 
can be used for different applications" [note: Yalcinalp Figure 2; column 2 lines 23-64; 
column 6 line 43 through column 7 line 13]. 

8. Regarding claims 11-17, the limitations have been addressed above in claims 1- 
3 and 5-10 except for the following: "transforming the generated result in the raw format 
to a canonical format ... "updating the value of the parameter wherein the value is 
stored with the query specification" [see: Yalcinalp transformation steps 305 and 310 
Figure 6; column 6 lines 43 through col. 7 lines 26]. 

9. Regarding claim 20, "computer-based method for performing queries ... under 
control of different application programs ... receiving a data structure encapsulating of a 
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query definition" [see: Yalcinalp column 4 lines 61-67; also note Sarkar column 6 lines 
14-28; Figures 4 and 6], 

10. Regarding claims 21-34 the limitations parallel claims 1-17; therefore they are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 35, "receiving a query definition that includes a query 
specification ... requesting execution of the query definition to generate results" [note: 
Yalcinalp Figures 3-5]. 

12. Regarding claims 36-44, the limitations have been addressed above except for 
the following: "wherein the query definition is a lens file ... single file" [note: Yalcinalp 
XML document col. 5 lines 7-67; Sarkar abstract column 4 line 44 through column 12 
line 37]. 

13. The limitations of claims 45-51 have been addressed above in claims 1-3 and 5- 
10; therefore they are rejected under the same rationale. 

14. Regarding claim 4, wherein the data structure conforms with data type definition 
of XML <!DOCTYPE lens> ... [note: Sarkar teaches user-defined package definition 
abstract, column 4 line 44 through column 12 line 37]. 
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1 5. Regarding claims 65-89, wherein the API provides a function that lists available 
definitions ... provides one or more functions ... [note: Sarkar's framework provides for 
customization see abstract, column 4 lines 64-67; column 6 lines 51-65; sorting is well 
known in the data processing arts]. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-51 and 65-89 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In the response Applicant argued the references do not teach encapsulating a 
query definition in a data structure nor do they suggest advantages, such as enabling 
the data structure to be copied and sent to multiple application programs. Yalcinalp fails 
to disclose setting parameter values by users. Rather, Yalcinalp's parameter values are 
stored in a style sheet and retrieved when a method of the external component is 
invoked. Applicant also argued transmitting or receiving a data structure encapsulating 
a query definition as recited in claims 20 and 45 is not disclosed by the prior art. 

In response, the examiner makes reference to Sarkar was cited as teaching 
encapsulation of data objects or query definition note citations supra; also this is a well 
known technique in the data processing art. Yalcinalp teaches setting parameter values 
note column define external component Figure 5 and column 7 lines 34-44 "various 
parameters may be associated with the component'. 
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1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Greta L. Robinson whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-41 18. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Gaffin can be reached on (571)272-4146. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Greta Robinson 
Primary Examiner 
October 20,2005 



